Emory Brown 12/14/76 

82 Squankum Rd. 

Howell, H*J. 07751 

Dear Smoiy, . , , Jl.p- " I'p : 

There is a limit to how much of ay spelling I can. with any degree of reasonableness 
blase on the typewriter. I have an illegible bandwirting but in the 1920s I won. prizes 
for it* In the 1950s I was an editor with a rather good and correct record. Hone of this 
is today apparent and there are no excuses. ^;VV 

Of course sgr typing is not good. Shea for the rest of my time I will be sitting with 
say legs up when I type and in recent months with the typewriter at the left side I urged 
all say friend to expect no benefit from time. 

I will give dim Lesar a copy of your letter of the 10th and of this cm Friday, 
when I will be in Washington and when we will discuss deposing in spectro. 

Overall* my impression is that you have not escaped the captivity of the official : 
mythology and that you have not taken enough from Post Mortem, (ha the latter, the 
autopsy proctocol was destroyed when it jjas known that it would not have to survive 
cross-examination by Oswald’s defense. It was rewritten as soon as it was known he was 
dead and not to be tried. This is a basic fact* X suggest a beginning fact. 

In ay view you also fall short of the probabilities with the nicks in the shirt, 
the nicking of cutting of which was no more than an accident. It was incidental to the 
cutting off of the tie. A finger behind the collar was enough to assure that tissue 
would not be damaged. Especially when there were upward and downward cuts, the two a 
matter of a second of so only. They wanted to give JFK air. They cut the tie and un- 
buttormed the collar. 

Ho dart that leases no trace could have caused the wound in the front of the neck. 

Ho weapon of any kind emitted by an umbrella can be accurate. Least of all can this be 
true when the umbrella is pointed upward and the target is more or less horizontal. To 
say nothing of a second umbrella cm the other side of the street. As a person I like 
Sutlermueh but this is not even decent greasy kid stuff. 

He all talk about a non— fatal back shot but I’d welcome anything from you that you 
consider solid on this. I know of nothing* outside the Sibert-O’Ieill account, if you 
accept that. But if you do can you still accept the alleged ammo? 

My impression is that your thinking is directed toward what is presently impossible, 
solving the crime, ^n our imm/edate future this is irrelevant. We will be questioning 
the finks about their finking. It will confuse 4im if anything not directly relevant to i 
this is in his mind. After this hurdle is behind us there will then remain a judge who 
at best is not of friendly disposition or record. ,-The purpose of all of this should be 
■She opening up of the witnesses to be deposed, not solving the crime. That can fallow 
this but the solution, in whatever theory it is conceived* cannot be of help in this. 

I could not have a lower ©pinion of Lattimer, so I see no reason to believe he is 
correct when he speaks of bone chips. Besides, if these are of another nature, what 
remains of the eminence of the most extreme of the racist right, ^attimer? If having : 
no reason for trust in or love of either I have to chose between Lattimer and the panel, : 

* have no difficulty preferring the panel. Particularly when the ^umes gang, stripped of 
their semantics, say the same thing « so much later. These seem to be not bone but bullet 
fragments , what both asai panels say. given a choice betwe n the radiologist Morgan and 
the anti-§emi tdn Lattimer I have little difficulty making as statement If scientific 
preference. *ou would have even less if you read his earlier work referred to in BI. 

Be is a sick person. He even cropped the skscthes to try to give them credibility. % this 
aloha I can give none to anything he represents. 

I do not claim to know what did happen when JFK was killed. I do tell you that there 




is no reasonthat comees to mind to believe any part of the official account of it. 

^s is intended not as criticisa bat in an effort to simplify things for # im, who will 
not be trying to solve the crime directly but to examine expert witnesses who are opposed. 
Please think aboat this as it relates to Frasier as an example. 



. n °t know how many shots were fired or how many struck how many people. Bat 

had m realdifiiculty wit:, the little I recall, of high school physics conceiving that 
dust-like particles entering the back of a head or fragmenting m entering - fcy^ngh a 
very clean hole - do you believe this? * had without any exception in 40 instances 
enough energy to continue antili all lodged in the front part of the right side of the 
head, sow if you were to ask this u ninformed. one if there would aeea to be at least as 
good a jarcbability from soft ammo^impaeting in the front I would so state. 



You are hungup on a single shot to the head. I do not know how many therjfe were but 
I do know that the official account has nothing truthful about the one admitted.Fot even 
where it was. If you reed the altered autopsy report, before it was improved, you will 
see the difference before and after on the allegedly single Mt being "tangential to the 
scalp." Prom six stories up and at the occiput? 



I do think that on this it would be helpful if .you compared the changes and the original 
Of the period after Oswald was dead. 



1 am not ta king time to check bat 1 think noth throughout the brain but concentra- 
1*£x ted in a relatively® short part of the front only. Eow tjey got to the right front 
only is still another matter. At some point, I think, there has to be an and t© the 
acceptance of all these twists and contortions, The she allegedly esms not from the 
rear left, which is essential to the right front if f ro m the rear. 



Relevant to this is your belief that we cannot "arrive at an definitive conclusion 
asia to what ±jtpp type of bullet may have causacd the head wound." Assuming one only, and 
i see not certainty in this, for our purposes now this is not the question. u ould a 399 
have is closer. 



I m a little tired after one of a succession of long says* Ry purpose is not to 
argue but to try to get this closer to pirn's ifcaediate needs in questioning a series^ 
like Prazier. It will not help to conjecture about umbrellas as weapons or to decide that 
the urologist is a better source on X-rays than a radiologist. For ^im's needs it is 
necessary to lim it to his need. I believe also that for those who would go farthur this 
also is a basic beginning point. 

If you can send Mm what is simple and comprehensible, what he can use to break 
the £ rasiers dean and admit error, th-t can be very helpful. Conjecture are %brella 
men and acceptance of the "atcimers, in my view, cannot. 

■ ■ ■ ■ Best, 




